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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
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SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

In re the Marriage of Gilbert A. and Gladys J. Walrath

Gilbert A. Walrath, Appellant

V.
Gladys J. Walrath, Respondent

The judgment of the Court of Appeal isreversed and the case
remanded for proceedings consistent with this opinion.

Brown, J.
We Concur:
George, C.J.
Mosk, J.
Werdegar, J.
Chin, J.
Brown, J.

Concurring and Dissenting Opinion by Kennard, J.

Concurring and Dissenting Opinion by Baxter, J.

Dawn D., Defendant and Petitioner

V.
The Superior Court of Riverside County, Respondent
Jerry K., Plaintiff and Real Party in Interest

... [T]he judgment of the Court of Appeal therefore is reversed,
and the cause is remanded to that court with directions to issue a writ
of mandate directing respondent Superior Court of Riverside County
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S033360

S034110

to vacate its order denying Dawn’s motion for judgment on the
pleadings and to enter a new order granting the motion.

Werdegar, J.
We Concur:
George, C.J.
Baxter, J.
Kennard, J.
Brown, J.

Concurring Opinion by Kennard, J.

Dissenting Opinion by Chin, J.
| Concur:
Mosk, J.

People, Respondent

V.
Keone Wallace, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including June 8, 1998,
to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for appellant
Is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in writing as
soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an extension of
time has been completed.

People, Respondent

V.
Mark Christopher Crew, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including June 5, 1998,
to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for appellant
Is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in writing as
soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an extension of
time has been completed.

No further extensions of time are contemplated.
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2nd Dist.
B105372

In re Richard Gonzales Samayoa

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’ s reply to informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is extended to and
including June 1, 1998.

In re Steve Allen Champion

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is extended to and
including May 7, 1998.

People, Respondent

V.
Kendall Wood et al., Appellants

Upon request of appellant Gary (Henry) Anderson for
appointment of counsel, Cheryl D. Renard, is hereby appointed to
represent appellant on his appeal now pending in this court.

People, Respondent

V.
Bennie H. Piggie, Appellant

Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, William
D. Farber, is hereby appointed to represent appellant on his appeal
now pending in this court.

Armando Quezada

V.
Motor Coach Industries, Inc.

The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal,
Second Appellate District, is transferred from Division Three to
Division Six.
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2nd Dist.
B109794

2nd Dist.
B110878

2nd Dist.
B112020

Bar
Misc.
4186

William F. Mason

V.
Sy R. Lippman

The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal,
Second Appellate District, is transferred from Division Four to
Division Six.

Dening Aaris

V.
Las Virgenes Unified School District

The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appedl,
Second Appellate District, is transferred from Division Four to
Division Six.

Y erman Bethancourt

V.
Los Angeles Unified School District

The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal,
Second Appellate District, is transferred from Division Four to
Division Six.

In the Matter of the Application of the Committee of Bar Examiners
of the State of Californiafor Admission of Attorneys

The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the
following named applicants, who have fulfilled the requirements for
admission to practice law in the State of California, be admitted to
the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to
the applicants to take the oath before a competent officer at another
time and place:

(LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED TO ORIGINAL ORDER)



